




































































































































































































































































































































































































































                                                
13	See	Henke	(2000)	for	an	analysis	of	the	role	of	place	in	the	interpretation	of	agricultural	
experiments.	
14	Curry	(2014).	
15	Bonneuil	(1999),	Tilley	(2011).	I	thank	Jonathan	Harwood	for	this	observation.	
16	Harwood	(2012).	
  
not	always	resulted	in	the	greater	security	of	farmers	or	in	increased	human	wellbeing.	
Schmalzer	suggests	that	in	confronting	the	history	of	agricultural	modernization	in	Maoist	
China,	with	its	particular	articulation	of	the	relationship	between	science	and	society	and	
between	agricultural	change	and	social	change,	"we	will	be	better	positioned	to	confront	
problems	of	hunger	and	sustainability	in	appropriately	social	and	political	ways,	and	avoid	
the	pitfalls	of	imagining	purely	technological	solutions	to	the	problems	we	face	together"	(p.	
26).	
	
Of	course,	giving	due	attention	to	political	and	social	arrangements	in	setting	goals	
for	agricultural	research	and	making	decisions	about	production	should	not	lead	us	to	see	
scientific	and	technological	tools	as	secondary	in	addressing	the	shortcomings	of	
contemporary	agricultural	systems	around	the	world.	As	Saraiva	makes	abundantly	clear,	
the	alternative	modernist	reality	imagined	in	fascism	was	only	made	possible	through	
scientific	research.	Though	this	may	make	us	wary	of	the	power	of	science	and	technology,	
it	should	also	alert	us	to	the	possibilities	of	establishing	a	research	infrastructure—and	a	
constellation	of	technoscientific	organisms—that	support	a	different,	more	equitable	and	
sustainable,	agricultural	modernity	than	the	one	we	now	inhabit.	
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